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Ga. 563. But where a fire in a chimney caused by the accidental ignition 
of soot damaged the insured property, it was held that the loss was by 
fire within the terms of the policy. Way v. Abington Mut. Ins. Co., 166 

Mass. 67. 

Jury — Competency of Jurors — Religious Affiliation. — Searle v. 
Roman Catholic Bishop of Springfield, 89 N. E. 809 (Mass.). — Held, 
that where a party to an action, relating to the ownership of a building 
on land purchased, was a Roman Catholic bishop, a corporation sole, who 
held title to the land in trust for a local Roman Catholic church, it was 
error to exclude from the jury all persons of Roman Catholic faith, with- 
out reference to their residence, or to any close affiliation with the local 
church. 

The smallest degree of direct interest is a decisive objection to a 
juror. Lynch v. Horry, 1 Bay (S. C.) 229. So in actions between the 
trustees of different religious denominations, involving the right of pos- 
session of lands, the members of each denomination interested in the 
lands are incompetent to act as jurors. Cleage v. Hyden, 53 Tenn. 
J3. But an indirect interest, however great, will not so exclude 
jurors and witnesses. Walker's American Law, 9th ed., p. 671. It is no 
objection to a juror that he is a member of a religious denomination, but 
not of the particular congregation whose property rights are involved in 
the issue to be tried. Barton v. Erickson, 14 Neb. 164. Nor is the fact 
that one party is a free mason ground for disqualifying other free masons 
from sitting on the jury. People v. Horton, 13 Wend. (N. Y.) 9; Reed v. 
Peacock, 123 Mich. 244. 

Municipal Corporations — Public Debt — Aid to Corporations. — 
Fisher et ux. v. City of Seattle et al., 104 Pac. 655 (Wash.). — Held, 
that a constitutional provision prohibiting cities from loaning their money 
or credit in aid of any other corporation, does not apply to the issue of 
funding bonds for the payment of debts of territory annexed to the city. 

The law is well settled that where a municipal corporation is legis- 
lated out of existence, and its territory annexed to another corporation, the 
latter, unless the legislature otherwise provides, becomes entitled to all 
its properties and immunities, and is liable for all its then existing debts. 
Morgan v. City of Beloit, City and Town, 7 Wall. 613; Thompson v. 
Abbott, 61 Mo. 176. And in such a case, the present existing municipal 
corporation is vested with the power to raise money, wherewith to pay 
the liabilities and debts, by levying taxes upon the property transferred 
and upon the persons residing therein. Mount Pleasant v. Beckwith, 100 
U. S. 514. Likewise, where the municipality has the power to 
contract a debt, it also has the implied power of resorting to the usual 
method of raising revenue to pay it ; and this usual method is by tax- 
ation. Commonwealth v. Perkins et ah, 43 Pa. St. 400. It has also been 
held that the debts contracted for, by a city in its acquisition of property, 
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which is for the benefit of taxpayers, must be paid by the city. Wheeler 
v. Phila., 77 Pa. St. 338. Neither does the constitutional provision, pro- 
hibiting a city from loaning its money or credit in aid of any other cor- 
poration, restrict municipalities from constructing their own railroads and 
paying therefor when necessary and when authorized by the legislature. 
Sun Printing Co. et. al. v. Mayor et als., of New York, 152 N. Y. 257. And 
so it has been held that even though a city is required in the first instance 
to pay the cost of a public burden, to be reimbursed thereafter by a tax 
upon the property, this does not constitute a loan to the property owners 
within the constitutional prohibition against, loaning. People v. Banks, 
67 N. Y., 568. 

Patents — Infringement — Use of Article Brought from Foreign 
Country. — Daunler Mfg. Co. v. Conklin, 170 Fed. 70. — Held, that a pur- 
chaser, in a foreign country of an article patented in the United States, al- 
though from one authorized to sell it, is chargeable with infringement if 
he brings it into the United States and there uses it. 

It is well settled that an article, patented in the United States, pur- 
chased in a foreign country from one authorized to sell it, cannot be im- 
ported for sale in the United States. Boesch v. Graff, 133 U. S. 697. And 
some cases hold that there is no difference between using and selling. 
F ether stone v. Ormonde Cycle Co., 53 Fed. no. But many courts hold 
that the sale of a patented article by an assignee within his territory 
carries the right to use it everywhere. Edeson Co. v. Goelet, 65 Fed. 613. 

Physicians and Surgeons — Employment — Contracts. — Hall v. 
Allen, 104 Pac. 489 (Col.). — A brother, twenty-five years old, without 
means and away from his parents was injured and a physician began to 
treat him. A sister subsequently wrote to the physician requesting in- 
formation as to his condition and stating that the expenses would be paid. 
Held, that the sister directly employed the physician at her own expense, 
authorizing a recovery against her for services rendered after the receipt 
of the letter. 

Where there has been a promise, express or implied, to pay for the 
services rendered by a physician to a third person, the physician has a 
right to maintain an action against the person making such promise to 
recover for professional services. Bradley v. Dodge, 45 Howe Pr. 57 
(N. Y.) ; White v. Mastin, 38 Ala. 147. And such liability is not affected 
by the fact that the liability was not assumed until after the physician 
had made several visits to the patient without the knowledge or procure- 
ment of such person. King v. Edmiston, 88 111. 257. He may also re- 
cover where the circumstances are such as to show an intention to pay 
him for his professional services. Smith v. Watson, 14 Vt. 332. Some 
states even hold that one who requests a physician to attend another, 



